90             FEDERALISM IN CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE
Germany. Monopoly still proceeded mainly by the creation of syndicates of formally independent enterprises, and by the subordination of whole industries to the financial control of a few Berlin banks.1. The "kingdoms" of Stinnes and Thyssen still competed merely for the control of Western coal and iron,2 while Rathenau's General Electricity Company fought the Siemens group for control of the Berlin electro-technical industries. Even the Badische Anilin Company, the nucleus of the future Chemical Trust, had become an enterprise of really national dimensions only during the war* The German monopolies which existed in 1919, the syndicates, and especially the power of the " Big Four ", the Berlin D-banks, behind them, did not need absolute administrative uniformity, however strictly bound they were to German economic unity in all essentials, and to a central political control dominated by themselves. There was no reason in the years following the war why Big Business should be over-centralist, should political conditions make some degree of federalism expedient as a measure against socialism or any policy inimical to Big Business interests. A certain degree . of centralising influence from die Wirtschqft,* i.e, from the big industrialists, and from the trade unionists, was generally taken for granted. The leading Conservative representative in the Weimar Assembly, Delbruck, might find it convenient to form the Second Chamber, whose powers he tended to increase, only in part by the system of State representation, and in part cor-poratively, in order to counteract particularist tendencies. For " economic life, in Germany, will always be unitary"*4
Even agricultural interests, in those peasant parts of Germany which formed the bulwark of federalism, apart from their momentary antagonism .against the Berlin war-economy organisations, tended towards decentralisation only so far as the peasants' natural conservatism might be rallied against attempts at unification.. But in spite of the difficulties which the Nazis were later to meet with in attempting to extend their, Erbhofbauer system all over Germany, it,may be doubted whether Beyerle 5 was advocating a permanent agricultural interest in choosing the agricultural Law of Inheritance as an example of those fields of
1 See, e.g., Riesser, op. cit.                                              * ibid., pp, 740 ff.
3 To translate this simply as " economicsrt would not give the term the social and political meaning it acquired in post-igx8 Germany, where it represented the claims of Big Business to political leadership.
4 Proceedings of the Weimar Constituent Assembly, Vol. 3*6, p. 388. 9 ibid.9 p, 468.